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Change?	continued on page 59




















Poznan,	Pol.,	Dec.	1-12,	2008,	Report of the Conference of the Parties on its 
fourteenth session,	¶	8,	at	6,	FCCC/CP/2008/7	(Mar.	19,	2009)	[hereinafter	













session,	Poznan,	Pol.,	Dec.	1-12,	2008,	Report of the Conference of the Parties 






July	8-19,	1996,	Organizational Matters: Adoption of the Rules of Procedure 














2	 See	Leos	Rousek,	Micronesia Wants Czechs to Scrap Coal-Fired 



























































23	 See European	Commission,	IPPC, Reference Document on Best Available 































32	 See Press	Release,	Jan	Dusík,	supra	note	29;	see also Michael	Kahn	&	Jan	












































































Shaver,	The Inter-American Human Rights System: An Effective Institution 








11	 See, generally, Kidanemariam,	supra	note	10.
12	 Cross-referencing	Article	22,	which	articulates	a	people’s	collective	right	
to	economic,	social,	and	cultural	development,	Article	24	of	the	Charter	
enshrines	a	people’s	“right	to	a	general	satisfactory	environment	favourable	to	
their	development.”	African	(Banjul)	Charter	on	Human	and	Peoples’	Rights,	
adopted	June	27,	1981,	arts.	22,	24,	available at http://www.africa-union.org/
official_documents/Treaties_%20Conventions_%20Protocols/Banjul%20Char-
ter.pdf.
13	 See, e.g.,	The	Social	and	Economic	Rights	Action	Center	and	the	Center	for	
Economic	and	Social	Rights	/	Nigeria,	Comm.	No.	155/96,	Decision	ACHPR/
COMM/A044/1	¶	52	(2002)	(stating	that	Article	24	of	the	Banjul	Charter	
“imposes	clear	obligations	upon	a	government	.	.	.	to	take	reasonable	and	other	
measures	to	prevent	pollution	and	ecological	degradation,	to	promote	conserva-
tion,	and	to	secure	an	ecologically	sustainable	development	and	use	of	natural	
resources”),	available at	http://www.cesr.org/downloads/AfricanCommission-
Decision.pdf.
14	 ACHPR	Resolution,	supra	note	3.
15	 Id.
16	 Id.
17	 Petition	to	the	Inter-American	Commission	on	Human	Rights	Seeking	
Relief	from	Violations	Resulting	from	Global	Warming	Caused	by	Acts	and	
Omissions	of	the	United	States,	Dec.	7,	2005	[hereinafter	Inuit	Circumpolar	
Petition],	available at	http://www.inuitcircumpolar.com/files/uploads/icc-files/
